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1 L INTRODUCTION

2 This matter arises out of a complaint filed by Robot J.Kabel, on behalf of the

3 District of Columbia RcpubUcan Committee, aUcging that Oba^

4 the principal campaign committee of BarackObama for his 2008 pctsideotial campaign,

5 the Democntfc National Ccmmm^

6 joirtfinxiiBisingcxHmTii^

7 "Committees*1), violated the Fctod Election Qmnpaign Act of 1971, as amended ("die

8 AcO» by accepting prohibited corporate ni4dnd contribution

9 pmpig jmtit fimHtaifing tirrfW ami Mmrtaimvr* m «n1imf«tinn« far two firnHmiaing ewenfai

10 that took place in September 2008: ^"QincertforOiange^andaneveiitheldatagym

11 owned by VIDA Fitness mWasmngtoii,D.C. See 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a); 11 C.F.R.

12 $ 102.17(c).

13 A. Concert for Chufe

14 The Concert for Change (me'X^mcxrO was a tundra

15 on September 20,2008, at the Atlas ITieatermWashingt^ According to one of

16 the Concert's web pages, the Concert raised $13,500 in contributions. The Complaint

17 alleged mat corporations sponsored the Concert and, ther^

18 OVF knowingly accepted corporate contributions in violation of 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a), and

19 me alleged sponsoring corporations made proMbited corporate contributions in violation

20 of2U.S.C. §441b(a)orfirilitated C.FJL § 114.2(0(1).

21 See Complaint at 3-4. The Complaint also alleged that the Concert's promotional

22 niateriabcoiistrajtedwlidtationsfOTJ^
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1 DNC, end OVF violated 1 1 C.F JL § 102.17(c) by Ming to include joint fundmismg

2 notices m the solicitations. &« Complaint at 4.

3 The businesses that allegedly made the prohibited m-kindcoipontecontribudons

4 are Square Root Sates, Senate ReatyOuporation.^

5 ("Businesses"). As discussed in greater detail below, it appears that the Busi

6 which were identified in some of the Concert's promotional ma^^

7 the Concert, did IK* iisc their goaeral treasury fc^

8 Rather, individuals affiliated with the Businesses used their penonal funds to pay the

9 costs of the Concert Further, it is unclear whether the contributions, in ftct, were sent to

10 OVF, a joint fundraiaing committee. Accordingly, his not dear whether joint

1 1 fundraising notices were required. See II C.F.R. $ 102.17(c). Moreover, OW, OFA,

12 and the DNC asserted in their reqmnsesthat they were unaware of the Concert until the

13 complaint was filed and that the Concert was not an official or authorized event Hie

14 Concert's organizer(s) were not identified in the complaint •*»d there is no information

IS *"BB**>*tlB ***** ̂ **y

16 rnMiitpMiiiriyI «e rr*tmm*nA tf^t «ha CtmrnnmMem Hi«mi«« th» •llag^imi that

17 that the Businesses violated the Act by making prohibited coiporate contributions in

18 connection wim the Concert We also recommend that the Conimission dismiss the

19 aUeg^on that the Oniiniittees violated the Ac^

20 corporate contributions fiom the Businesses mco^mectionwhli me Concert

21

22 Committees violated 11 CJML § 102.17(c) in connection with the Concert
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1 B. V1DA Fitnrii/BMg Salon Spa Fundraiser

2 The cotnpi*"11*

3

4 [ OVF accepted a prohibited corporate contribution. The

5 complaint claims that VID A Fitness and Bang Salon Spa ("Bang Salon") |

6 |using their email accounts and a common list of their

7 "customers and friends" to email invhationa/soUchationa to a September 26,2008 OVF

8 fundraiser that was held at a VIDA Fitness gym. Complaint at 2. Because it appeared

9 that VIDA Fitness and Bang Salon never charged OVF for the use of the email list, the

10 complaint argues that | OVF knowingly

11 accepted, prohibhed coiuotate contributions. Id Bang Salon is the brand name for Urban

12 Salons, Inc. For the sake of clarity, we icfo to this respondem as MBang Salon**

13 mrougjiout mis report In view of OVF's status as a joint tundraising committee, the

14 complaint also alleged mat the VIDA/Bang Salon emails should have contamed a joint

15 fundndamg notice pursuant to 11 C.FJl.§ 102.17(c). Sw^at2-3. The joint response

16 from VID A Fitness and Bang Salon was submhted by their founder mid CEO, David von

17 Storch, who is not a respondent hi this matter.

18 |

19 |

20 |

21 |

22 I

23 I
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1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14 | In addition, became the available

15 mfbrmaticm suggests that nettier the

16 VIDA/Bang Salon email list and von Stench used the list without the prior knowledge,

17 appnval, «r MitWiMtinn nf the HNP nr OVP^ uie tgenmtnenH thut die r^mtn{«nmi find

18 no reason to believe Ac aUegation that OVF violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a) by knowingly

19 receiving Vn>A/Bang's contribution of the email list Finally, because von Storch was

20

21 without Acknowledge or authorization of OW audits^

22 UIM ftf limited import, we tBenmniMiH Hmt tlw rnmmi««ion diatniM nV allaflptian that

23 VK) A Fitness and Urban Salons, Inc., d/b/a Bang Salon Spa violated 11 C.FJL
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1 §102.17(c) and recommend that ̂ Commissian find no reason to believe that OW

2 violated 11 C.F.R. § 1 02. 17(c) based on die email solicitations sent by VE) A Fitness and

3 Bang Salon.

4 IL CONCERT FOR CHANGE

5 A. Factual Sunmary

6 According to the complaint, unknown individuah promoted the MConcert for

7 Oumge" by distributing flyera and signs near the E^

8 D.C,and by establishing web pages mat solicited contributions on the OF A and DNC

9 websites. 5te Attachments 1-4. Some of the Concert's promotional materials, which

10 were attached tothe Complaint, state mat the Businesses were "in-kind sponsors" of the

11 Conceit

12 The Concert's unknown organizers) rented the Umg Theater, a space within the

13 Atlas Theater at 1338 H Street, N.R, in Washington, D^. , that norm

14 and arranged for singer Steve Washmgton and the *T)oug Em

15 Accoff^^ff to the CopcBrt's nrottMti^ymii T^i^fpaia ^ip event included a. pyfh bar an<^ ̂ "igt1

16 parking. UK theater also nornialry requires event orgariizers to hhr security guan^

17 pay insurance. Sound equirjniem is not indudedm the cost of the th^

18 have been an additional expense. According to its website,

19 the event's organizers were able to raise $13,500, mostly through ticket sales at the

20 theater. &e Attachment 2 at 1. The available mfbrmation does not mdicate

21 how UK theater box office collected the requkedc^^

22 the contributions to OVF (or OF A or DNC).
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2
3 Hie complaint alleged that the Concert's oiguiizei(s) distributed flyers and posted

4 signs for the Conceit in the Eastern Market area of Washington, D.C. Complaint at 3. A

5 sign, submitted as an attachment to the complaint, describes the Concert u a

6 cabaret fundraiser for The ObamaCainpeign" and provito a websto address,

7

8 logo and web address of the Obama campaign (OFAX "FUNDRAISER." Id The image

9 of the OFA logo is of poor quaUty, however, as if ft was a co^

10 Near the bottom of that panel, it states *^4any thanks to our individual in-kind

11 MwitiJKiitnM («pnn««t«) •ffiliateii nntti flu. fallm«ing org^fiiMtimi*" •Km* rtu» mmv>« nf

12 five people and me names and logos of the Businesses. A/ The first name is that of

13 Chase Alan Moore along with the name and logo of "Square Root Sates" wim text which

14 states "real estate marketing, sales, and management.** Id The second set of names, Lisa

15 Williams, Cher Castillo Freeman, and James WUbmis, is prmted above the name and

16 logo of Senate Reahy Corporation. Id The find name and logo combination is mat of

17 Anthony Washington and M&A Development Id

18 2. Qhttma T?n|- AnKTJgB Webrite
19
20 The Q)ncert's sign includes a website address^ the Q>^^

21 wwwjconcy'tferrtimK,ftl¥ "Hiat web address redirects visitors to a Concert webpa^

22 on the My Barack Obama ("MyBO") section of the OFA website. See Attachment 2.
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1 The My BO section of the OF A website encouraged and enabled Obama's supporters to

2 create accounts, solicit votes and contributions, and organize events.1

3 At the top of the Concert's page on MyBO, there is a gjrq^

4 portion of the Concert's sign that depicts the singer, states that his a rundraiser for ^

5 ^bamaCannMign," and lists ̂  names and corporate

6 Senate Realty, and Square Root Sales under the Obama Campaign logo, Obama

7 arniprign wehrite adAeM, and the title "Individual ifUrind mntrihiitnr affiliation » S**

8 Attachment 2 at 1 (the Concert's OF A website contairing the graphic) art

9 (an enlargement of the graphic} No individuals'names are listed with the corporate

10 names and logos m this graphic. The Concert's MyBO page also includes text that

11 details the Concert's date, location, the phone number of the me^ter's box office, and me

12 cost of tickets/donations. Thexe is also a mik for makmg contributions onlmetha^

13 icscmblcs a thermometer mdirati^

14 has been met It appears that the Omcert for Change orgam^

15 or $30,000 (the Concert's web page inconsistently mdicates bom of these figures as the

16 Concert's fundraising goal). See Attachment 2. The text describing the Concert for

17 Change states that contributions will go to OW, that "your donation is yoiir ticket," and

1 The link from the main page of the Obnu camp^«^web«tB to hsMyDO section states "ORGANIZE
LOCALLY WITH OUR ONLINE TOOLS.** Aninstructk»»Jvic^pc)StedootbeM^Owd)sto
ag-jpoftai how to use these tools. For exmote, by typing their sildrBSi,siipporteis could obttfaftomOFA
^ fl^A nftlL^^m ̂ i^J^^L^^^ ^^ mm^^m** MB^^^ ^A ̂ ^^^^ ̂ ^ul ^M^il ^MaA ^M^ tfL^ ^^^m^m A— ̂ ^^^^^A 1 1- fj^^ ^AMBalftM — ^1 IF •" "••* "•'•Jff^ff f *" gniaai^ IIJ^M m |»n»- MIJO nann np¥| no UN uWBuS ID lc|Wil DBCK uW nBUIB OI

sndnsetlMtiiifi)Rnalk)iLN Also, as the
GoflCBTt s WBD paajB dBBMstraiBB) BM MyBO SUB BfUDlBd mpportsn to cmto fhuf own weo paajB ttsjt

M ^k^k^^^_^^^ ^^»J ^i^vT wODDiGIBB SDil O*

i events ittendBd,

The
Coiiom's pafe on tte M^O lisi iaeliite

TDB MyBO ntB» ™<i*B^*^§, n IndntaiBi MCDOB nd iBMractiODu VIMO^ doos not <unililn
ld not be nuMd UBD| flw fbnds OF raoureos of MimBi praUbtod by

8
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1 that the box office will hove a record of "your" donation. Id. at 2. The minimum

2 donation was $35 although the suggested donation was $100-500 and te maximum

3 donation was $4,600. Id. The pe^coiKludeswrft the statement

4 generous individual in-kind contributing sponsors'* and the «•»»* list of names and

5 companies as in the sign described above. A£at3.

6 Consistent with the sign described above, which indicated that the Conceit was a

7 fundnuser to benefit OFA, the MyBO onh^

8 includes me text, "Obama'08," which siiggests that contributions made th^

9 website were made to OF A. Set Attachment 2 at 1. However, the Conceit's web page

10 on MyBO also states that "100% of ALL donations go diiectly to the Obaina Victory

11 Fimd>
nJMld[at2>meOFA/DNCjoimfundniser.2 Thus, it is unclear whether the

12 recipient of the contributions made through this web page was OFA or OVF. Moreover,

13 if the recipient was OVF, there is no joint n^Ddiaising notice on the Concert's MyBO web

14 page or the contribution page currently coraected to the cxnitribution link on the

15 Concert's MyBO web page.3 See 11 C.RR. § 102.17(c).

1 On May 19. 2009. we mailed a letter to OFA asking it to clarify to reip«iie,ii>ccificallyf which text on
the Concert's MyBO web page was written by the Concert's orpnizcrmd which wnwritteo by OFA, and
whethert at fho tfano of tfw Concert, coBtribiitioni nude <fcM|i^yJ> OFA'i MyBO web site were made to OFA,
to OW,cr to mother committee. OFA did not respond.
1 Cuntntiy, • diKlnmer OH the MyBOriteia^tfattk to being maitt
project of nie rteiiiocfiuc National Commntoe. Tne iftniaihni link on die WCOIDB leads to a page ̂ *"iBi hi

major role on me fraond eflbm mat geneiMed record mmootim end down me tkket.
diTBatiflo to me PNC to help Mid ftp efforts itiMidertookfai2008.n Oraenue for Amend is ne s^oop
f*mm»^ •ililiiii tha HMC mttmr «h» Wi*m*m!hfr MM mtmvttiim ^ ^mlhiiia «h» jpmmmittttm tm jpinwh^ fcayjiii hy

imiecatrol OFA'i U«ofl3inmkn email addreneL 5WChriiCiniiia,O6«ifl ><««»«»
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1 3. Danoaatie Nation*!

2 The Concert's organizers also posted a web page on the Party Builder section of

3 the DNC website, iy¥w,dB|i AV L-iV/1'«a':• ' ri .V.' .1-H' > «y V

4 which solicited donations.4 See Attachment 4. The text of the web page states a

5 fandraising goal of $30,000. See id, at 2. Like the Concert's web page on MyBO, the

6 Concert's web page on the DNC web rite also solicited onUne contributions. See id The

7 Concert's DNC web page, like the Concert's poster and web page on MyBO, stated that

8 the Concert **n n "fimdmiyrr to luppnrt THE OBAMA CAMPAIGN" (*

9 origirial) and bore the Obainaam^gn name Jogo, and website addi^ See id

10 However, the Concert's DNC web page also staled that U100% of donations go dhrctly to

H the Obama Victory Fund." See id The Concert's DNC web page also stated that the

12 4MnojvidualoowOTwmberecc>gnizedby^DNC.w&«^. Thus, it is unclear whether

13 u«redpiert of CMrtributions made through this

14 Moreover, if the recipient was OVF, neither the Concert's DNC web page nor the

15 contribution page currently ccim^

16 joint fimdrmising notice. See 1 1 C.F JL § 102.17(c).

17 Like the poster and OF ̂ A MyBO web page described above, the Conceit's DNC

18 web page includes the same set of individual names and corporate names and logos

19 below the statement: "Many thanks to our generous gift-in-kind sponsors." See

4 IJke the MyBO Mctkn of the OFAwebdte,PvtyBuiIte cobles DN^ creetemd

• On May 19.2009. WD mried a knar to tbe DNC ukmg it to dariry to lapoose.speGificalty. which text
on the Concert1! wjeb pa|B on tbe DNC'i Party Builder lyitam WM writtnbyteCaocat'iafffnizats)
and which WM wihktt \y IhB DNCi and whcdMT, at dw tinw of tiw Conceit, coBtribobons mado ttrouah
the Concert's web page on fee DNCs web ate wen made to the DNC, OW, or to mete committee. UK
DMC did not fBtpond.

10
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1 Attachment 4 at 2-3. The page also contains a graphic similar to that on the OF A MyBO

2 wet page that, m addition to stating the ziaiiM^

3 and the statement that his a "ftaumuser fro

4 side the names and corporate logos of M&A Development, Senate Realty, and Square

5 Root Sales under the Obama Campaign logo, Obama campaign website address, and me

6 title "In-Kind Sponsors." See Attachment 4 at 1 (the Concert's PNC website containing

7 the grapm\0 and Attachment 5 (em^ No individuals' names are

8 listed with the corporate logos in this graphic. At the bottom of the webpage, it states

9 "Copyright 1995-2008 DNC Services C .̂,M "Paid for by the Democndc National

10 Committee," me PNC address, and "This commimkation is not authorized by any

11 candidate or candidate's committee,"7 See Attachment 4 at 3.

12 3.
13
14 The fVneett1* pmmntimMl material* li«t th* H™m*mm** anH

15 as "individual in-kind cc^nibution sponsors," j«e Attachments 1-4, and one web pa^

16 listed me Businesses as "In-Kind Sponsors" wmwut me names of anv &

17 Attachments. The Businesses identified in the promotional materials are: (a) Square

18 Root Sales, affiliated with Chase Alan M(>ore; (b) Seiiatc Realty, affiliated with Lisa

19 Williams, Cher Castillo Freeman, and James ̂ Uhams; and (c) M&A Development,

20 •*Bii«teH with Anrnony Washington.

7Asepsnte Concert web pege on the DNC PntyBuikkr website

ANacbaientC. R largely dnnBcatei Ifae content of flu Concert's OFA sad DNC web pages described above.
Tile Uak on fliB paeje fcf iiiikhn a conlribntioii, IB order to obtain a ticket to the Concert, dnects the viewer
to the Concert's DNC website descri>ed above. M TUspsfe lists Chsje Moore as the host of tne Concert.
Id.

11
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1 a. Square Root Sales

2 A copy of the complaim was sent to the attention of Giase Aim

3 promotional materials indicated was affiliated with "Square Root Sales** and who is also

4 the registered agent for an entity called "Square Root, LLC." Square Root Sales

5 Response at 1. In his xesponse, Moore clarified that Square Root Sales is the name of a

6 team of real estate agents at Senate Realty Corporation which was to be distinguished

7 from Square Root, LLC, which had no connection to the Conceit fin: Change. According

8 to the website of Square Root Sales, Moore is the leader of the Square Root Sales team.

9 The available mfbnnarion also indicates mat one of the members of the Square Root

10 Sales team is Steve Washington, the perfonner at the Concert

11 According to Moore, neither the Square Root Sales team nor Square Root, LLC,

12 made a contribution to the Conceit Square Root Sales Response at I.1 However, Moore

13 stated that, using personal funds, he made an in-kind contribution withm the hUts of t^

14 Act to support the Conceit id. Although a Concert web page on the DNC Party Builder

15 web site lists Moore as meanest" of the Concert arid provides his phone number, jee

16 Attachment 6 at 2, Mcxm claims that te

17 produce trie materials or invitations that were attached to the <x>rnplaint, did not have an

18 active role in distributing the mvitations, and only partidpate4wm^out any explanation

19 as to how he participated, because the peribfmer (Steve Washingtcc) was a "personal

20 friend."/<£ at 1-2.

1 Chase stated in the Square Root Sobs response that Square Root, IXC,'Vasiiotmvolvod in any way
wkh the" Concert. Sqnre Root Sates Rnponwitl. Howevw,ta the next Mntence,ht wrote, MSquve
Root, UjC did inikB K oontribotkn diracdy or in kind to n0 evenL** Id, CoonderinsjIheclefRyoiflieunt

and he stttfedthMthe second ienteiiceihoaklh^iW»d-Squ« Root. IXC did i^naket
MiilutkJuaiecdyorinkindtotfae

12
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1 & Senate Realty Corporation
2
3 Senate Realty Corponrion is incorporated in Washington, D.C. Lisa Williams is

4 Senate ReahyCoqx>radon*s principal broker and a co-owner; her

5 Williams and Cher Castillo, the other two ind^d^

6 Concert for Change pranxrional materials wto

7 logo.

8 Ms. Williams states that "her work" on the Concert for Change was perfbnnedai

9 a volunteer acting in her personal capacity and not as a representative of Senate Realty.

10 Senate Realty Corporation Response at 1. Further, she stated that the use of the Senate

11 Realty logo was not meant to imply a corporate sponson^p of trie even^ Id She also

12 wrote that "I made an in-kind contribution, paid by a check drawn irom my peraonal

13 ^liafVitig aftftflytif^ tn pay far g«pgn«a« mlatad to fli* f«ft^ w J^[ ACGOtding tO the SCDatC

14 Reahy respc»se>
MNo Senate Realty funds were used in connection with this in-kind

15 contribution." Id

16 c. MdU Development, LLC

17 A copy of the complaim was sem to M&A Development, IJX!, to

18 Anthony Washington. During a tdejdione conversation with Washington, he asserted

19 that MftA Development, LLC, made no contribution, either by using its corporate

20 tieasiiryfbnds or thnnigh an in-kind contribution^ He noted that M&A has no employees,

21 revenues, or expenses. He also noted that the singer at the concert, Steve Washington, is

22 his brother. Washington submitted a written response to the Complaint confirming that

23 M&AI>velopinent,LLC,madenocoiitri^

24 contributed $1,000 to the event SM MftA Response at 1.

13
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1 B. Analysis

2 1. Alleged Ccf fgff fBtt
3
4 Gxporations, such as Senate Realty Qnp^^

eamiMatei fer federal office, Winding facilitating Ag malrmg of •

6 contribution by using its corporate resources to engage in fimdraising activities in

7 connection witii any federal election. See 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a); 11 C.FJL § 114̂ (0(1). A

8 IMted liability company^

9 coipocationcf a partnership under the Act depending cii^^^

10 the Internal Revenue Service as a corporation or a partnership. See 11 C.F.R.§ 110.1(g).

11 If an IJ.C is consideied to be a partnership, H may make cc^rtributic^

12 federal office subject to the limit in 2 U.S.C. § 441a(aXlXA)v which was $2,300 during

13 the 2008 election cycle. Scell CJ.R. § 110.1(e). A contribution by a partnership is

14 attributed to the partnersm> and to each partner. Id By contrast, the available

15 mformatica indicates that Sqiiare Root Sate

16 agents working for Senate Realty Coiporation. 5ee Square Root Sales Response at 1.

17 Thiis, it does net appear to be a separate legal entHywhh its own resources.

18 Itisnotclearfiomtheajnccrt'spromotiondiiurteria^

19 "sponsors" were the named individuals acting in tiieir personal capacity, or were the

20 businesses aaaociateH with those individuals. For instance, the Concert's sign states

21 "Many tfumlm to mir i^iM^uai in-iritvi

22 felloMiStig nffflpnSMrimMi*' (emphMJ« aAUti), «nH tt li«M thft nMtiaa nf imtividiiiiU •hnme

23 their afiBliatedcoiporate logos. &e Attachment 1. The Concert's MyBO web page also

24 thariks the Concert's Mgenerousindividiialin-kmdconn^

14
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1 same individual names and business names. See Attachment 2 at 2. The Concert's

2 MyBOwefapage also includes a graphic that idcntifieg the Buainesses as "Individual in-

3 kind contributor affiliations" but does not list the indlviAials associated with t^

4 Businesses within the graphic. Set id tit I. The clearest indication that the Businesses

5 may have made or fiKnlitaled contributions is fbiin^

6 wWchindudes a graphic mat identifies the Busiries^

7 Spcflison" without any mento See Attachment 4

8 atl. At the bottom of the Concert's DNCwebpage,hh^bomiiidividualsandthc

9 Biisinesseswto which they are affiliated as "gifc^

10 According to the responses, no corporate or other busmess entity's funds were

11 used to pay for the costs of the Concert Rather, individuals named in the promotional

12 materials used then1 personal funds and volimteeredm their individual capacity.9 A

13 related issue, however, is whether the inchisicii of biisiness entity names and logos in the

14 Concert's promotional materials ccostituted a comiibution by tfac^e businesses.

15 Although the use of the CGmparies'nanra

16 consthuted a contribution from the Busmesses to n^ Committees, for the reasons set

17 forth below, we recommend that me Commission dismiss the allegation that the

18 Businesses violated the Act tmxiugh ccctributioris made to the Conimittees.

9AM0cfaoftheFECdiiclorareditabaedidiiotrewe^
they recriv^conriyutioM from the individ^ The

ff , .1. i /*«^_-.__*l__ '— -«.--^- J «L_> 1* mtlm «L . J A_ l*mluuiy \»mpui»Mmi UHUMWU IDH • HIBUIBO ID m
QDApril22,

2009. ML Wiffini rabmittod an undated tern wfakfabemtbeOTAlofondtbediKbdiiiertlutitwn
riid IDF by OMDB POT AnNrica." The AMIU ̂ p0Hi to haw DMA dnlajiM to aDow OFA •oppotMn to

notify OFA abort in-lmd cootribatioc*. TtefbimiiteiinedbyMi.WilliBBU
$900.17 iHund couliBiuthHi coBunsiBg a SopCmMF 29t 200St p^OMOt to VOMPAB nw Atbi TDMttv for
the Concert. WeiateadlDiendalettartoQFAtomBkeiiBvllMe^^
ooatiibulloiiB BaA by Mi. Wlfflani and tte olte

IS
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First Geoenl Counel's Report

1 A Gontributioa includes anything of value made by any person for the purpose of

2 influencing a Federal election. 2 U.S.C. § 431(8XAXO. The term "anything of value"

3 encompasses any goods or services provided wttiout charge or at less the usual and

4 normal charge unless otherwise specifically exempted. See 11 C.F.R. § 100.52(dXl).

5 ftttpoxatenariies, trademarks, and service niaxks can be valiiablecxnporate resources, and

6 enrpnartiMia may invert mhatantMl ngautce* hi ehondng »tnnUmiitlf riiwloping fat

7 value, and defending it Atrademaikisalmin^piopety

8 phnseorsymbol.N Sec New Kids on the Block v. News America Pub., Inc., 97\1?3d

9 302,306 (9th Cir. 1992). Trade names are also prelected when tiieyacquw a *^o<mdary

10 meanmg^m that they "symboUze a particular \mame8^ MaeHgal Attdio Labs., Inc. v.

11 Ck//0i Ltd,799FM 814,822 (2d Cir. 1986).

12 A coiponn'on'sriamearKltiwiemark, therefore, a^

13 corporation. Because the Act prohibits corporations from coidributmg anything of value

14 to committees, or usmgtfaefr rescues

15 d^nationbyacmuufationofitstiaflcmaAtoacom^

16 solidtan'on fcr contributions to a committee or to indicate the corporation's suppo^

17 candidate) would constitute an unpermissible corporate contribution.

18 Accordingly, the Commission has previously considered corporate names and

19 trademarks to be things of value. In MUR 5578 (Wetteriing for Congress), the complaint

20 alleged that a committee received a corporate contribution when ft allegedly used a

21 coipoialion'stiadeniarkCAinerica'sKfdstW See MUR 5579

22 Complaint at 1-2. The Commission approved OOC'srrcommmrintion to find no reason j
I

23 to believe to Wetteriing for Congress violated the Act for sevend reasons, includmg that

16
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1 the committee paid for all advertising expenses, the advertisement did not include or

2 suggest a corporate endorsement, and the fact that the aUeged corporate logo used in the

3 campaign ad at issue was not the alleged contrflniting corporation's logo. &tMUR5578

4 f>HMl«dinfi of rmmpHtarimi'g Action* an Frfmmry 77t SMft Fir* Oetiiird fniin«»l'«

5 Report at 4-8.

6 In Advisory Opinion 2007-10 (Reyes), the Ck»miission concluded that a

7 committee holding a fimdnriiring golf tournament could not give recognition to its

8 contributors by posting signs at pattioilar holes vvim the cortribut^

9 trtks as wall as the name, trademark, or service mark of their employers. &eAO2007-

10 10(Reyes)at3. The AO requestor stated that its inclusion of the nanies, trademarks, and

11 aervice marks of its contributors* corpmate employers was intended to encourage

12 contributions./<£ at 2. The Oxm^

13 and service marks "are corporate resources" and\ because ndtfacr a corpoiation nor its

14 agents may use the corporation's resources to facilitate the making of contributions to a

15 fedei^polhicalcommittee,the Mat2-3. In

16 AO 2007-10 (ReyesXtr*O>mmisrira

17 1978-77 (Aspin)tin which u^ Commission <x>ncliided that a candidate's cndor^

18 he identified niitlt tfiair corporate pnritinfia in campaign-fiiivUH a^vertiMmgtif«| noting

19 that neither involved the use of corporate resoiirces to fi^tate contributi

20 both predated the Omimission's coiporate fiunlhation regulations./^

21 Corporate and Labor Organization Activity; Express Advocacy and Coordination with

17
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1 Candidates Ejylanatton and Ju^fication, 60 Fed. Reg. 64260, 64274-75 (Dec. 14,

2 1995).10

3 In contrast to the circumstai^

4 expenses associated with the Conceit's promotional niaterials, some of the Concert's

5 ptymnirifttM|| mpiyriaU mggert • corporate enhWfenXHt, ^ tiie nmTMtt «pd IflgM

6 the Concert's promotional materials were those of the Businesses. Although the

7 caponte names and togos in tto

8 of the names and logos of these particulior businesses bhlcdy insubstantial, and the

9 fundraising event was relatively modest in size. The Conceit raised $13,500 and was

10 attended by less than 200 people. Under these circitmstaoces, further use of u^

11 Commission's resources for an investigation is not vnnaatod. See Heckler v.Chaney,

12 470 U.S. 821, 831 (1985). Accordingly, we recommend that the Commission dismiss the

13 allegation mat the Businesses contributed to the Committees in violation of 2 U.S.C.

14 §441b(a). Because Senate Really is a corporation and M&A Development may be a

15 corpontioa or a partnership, and the Coiic^

16 businesses as well as their owners as sponsors, we reconimend mat the Commission

17 caution these entities concenimg the Act's Umits and prohibitions.

18 2. Alleged Receipt of Corpomtfi Co"t"h"tf^ff

19 The complaint alleged that me Concert's proniotiorialrnaterials, including

20 pages soh' citing contributions on the OFA and DNC websites, incliided the logos of three

Tin Comninioo hat praviaatfy oanskhnd a ipBciflc iqgnhtion appKcibte to tihe me of cofponte logos

,479U.S.238(19S6).
aUcHMttVB oiafls aad uMlaiatPiy was BBHMB to wach a niajortty dcdsJoa. SteC
OganlutUmActMty; Exf^w Advocacy mdCoc^OoM^o^
60 Fed Reg. 64260, 64268 (DcoBB*er 14. 1995). Neverthelen. n dncnued above; ndnobMrwd by
teGommiiskn in MUR S37I and AO 2007-10 after the 1995rakmildiig,tfaeiiMoficoiponteiiiineor

18
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1 busjnesacs identified as "individual in-kind contributors (sponsors)," implying that the

2 Democntfc National Conmiit^

3 knowingly accepted prohibited coiponte contributions. Complaint at 3-4. Neither a

4 federal candidate nor a political conimhtee may knowingly accept a contribution fiom

5 corporation. See 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a); 11 CJ.R. $ 114.2(d). None of the Committees

6 disclosed receipt of contributions from the Businesses. See 2 U.S.C. § 434(bX3).

7 The DNC and OVF stale in their response that neither the "DNC nor OVF ever

8 hosted a'Oinccrt for Oiange'fundiaising event"

9 materials suggest h would benefit the DNC or OVF, the Concert was not an official,

10 airthnriTBd, or sanctioned event, and ft was conducted without

11 oftheDNCorOW. DNC/OVF Response at 3. According to the DNC and OVF,

12 promotion of the event on me DNC and OF A websites "does not transfbnn an otherwise

13 unauthorized event into an official, sanctioned DNC orOVFcvent" Id The DNC stated

14 tiiat it does not "pre-screen or otherwise iem^

15 platform, which was used to promote the Conceit Id Therefore, me DNC and OVF

16 assert, they did not knowingly accept prohibited coipoiate contributions. Id

17 Similarly, OFA stated in its response that it never hosted a "Concert for Change,"

18 had no knowledge of the Concert pricnr to receiving the com

19 was not an official or authorized OFA event, despite it being publicized on the OFA

20 website. OFA Response at 2-3. "Because the event was conducted entirely without the

21 Committee's express or implied authorization, the organizers of the event were not acting

22 as[OFA's] agents" and, therefore, OFA did not knowingly accept a corporate

19
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1 contribution'Wcamct otherwise^

2 vohmteen[.]N Hat3.

3 OF A and DNC encouraged their suppozten to engage in fun^^

4 tfaeneceisjiytoobtotoso^anpBreiitiyw^

5 complied wife the Act, including that corpotatereiouiccs could not be used to pay

6 fundziising costs. As noted above, the available infbnnation indicates that none of the

7 Businesses omtributed money direcdy to the Committees or paid fin the costs of tibe

8 Concert. The only contributions made by the Businesses appear to have been u>kind

9 contributions resulting from the use of me company names and logos to solich

10 contributions to the Committees. Nevertheless, given the nvxlest size of me rundrsising

11 event, which raised only $13,500 and was attended by less than 200 people, and the fact

12 mat the value of the company names and togos is not likdy substantial m this case, we to

13 not believe further action by the Commission is warranted to investigate whether the

14 Committees knowingly accepted or recdved m-kind contribution

15 disclose and that violated the Acts contribution mmtations or source prohibitions. See

16 Heckler v. Chancy, 470 U.S. 821,831 (1985).

17 Aflgmriitigly, we tBamrnnetiH that Ihe f!mnmiMinm «H«nniM the allep^tinm that

18 Obamafiar America, the Democratic National Committee, or the Obama Victory Fund,

19 and their respective tieasuretsaictingmmeff official

20 the alleged receipt of contributions from Square Root Sales, Senate Realty Qxrp^

21 and M&A Development, LLC.

20
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1 3* Alle»4 Failure tO Include -faint Fimt

2
3

4 contributions to OVF, which is a joirtfimdriti^^ Complaint at 3. However,

5 some of the Concert's promotion

6 while often solicit contributions to OF A. For example, the Concert's sign states that the

7 fiMJMH- iff • ftmHHrfaer fer "The Ohitma campftign^ { g» HF A^ anH inrliiA>H thii fffA

8 logo and webrite address. &e Anachtnoit 1. The Concert also has a webpage that

9 solicits contributioiis on the OFA website, repeats the statements on die sign, stales

10 MpMatriy tturf th» roneert WM a fanA«Mr far the OhattM rjimp«gnI atiH tnehiAia a linV

11 to me OF A online contribution webpage. &e Attachment 2. Further, the link to the OFA

12 contribution page incorporates the OFA logo under the heading "Contribute Now." See

13 ttatl. However, text on the Concert's OFA andDNC websites also states "100%" of

14 the contributions "go dircx^ to the ObamaVictoiyFu^ See Attachment 2 at 2 and

15 Attachment 4 at 2.

16 Solidtadonsfojomtfundndsing activity must mcliid^ certam information

17 pursuant to 1 1 CJF JL § 102.17(c), including the names of all cftirnnittcCT participating in

18 the joint fandiairing activity, the allocation formula to be used to distribute joint

19 finuJMMinfl rmegeda, • atatement infarming mntrihiitor. tliat ti*y may AidgMtii

20 contributions for a particular participant in the joint fimdraising activity notwithstanding

21 the allocation formula, ««j that the fbrmula may r-*M|ffgiff to avoid die ««yi"«g «M^ receipt

22 of excessive contributions. The DNCVO Wand OF A state m their responses that, for the

23 same reasons they cannot be held liable tor accepting <»rporate contributions, i.e., the

24 Concert was not an authorized event, they cannot be held liable for the failure to include

21
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1 joint fundbriaffig notices an the Concert's piDmotional materials. DNC/O VF Response

2 at 3; OFA Response at 2-3.

3 The Concert's online contributions were inadcto^

4 OF A and DNC websites. There is no indication that the Concert's organizers had any

5 control over the recipients) of online contributions made on the OFA and DNC websites.

6 Moreover, although the Concert's organizers c^^

7 of the text which appeared on part oftheOmcert'sOFAandDNCwebpages,suchasthe

8 name, dale, and location of the event, it nonetheless appears that the content of the OFA

9 and DNC websites related tome making of ofih^ contribution does not appear to have

10 been under me control of the Concert's organizers. For example, the contribution link on

11 OFA'swebttemdiidedmeOFAlogouiiderte

12 aiid DNC confutation Imkstn^

13 have been under the control of the Concert's organizer(s). See Attachment 7 (OF A

14 contribution page) and Attachment 8 (DNC contribution page). It also does not appear

15 that persons using the MyBO tools of the OFA website and the PartyBuilder tools of the

16 DNC webshe had any control over where oimm contributions made on those shes were

17 ultimately directed. Therefore, if the OFA and/or DNC solicited contributions to the

18 O We* their websites without inchioUng a jc^tundraisiiig notice, OFA and DNC may

19 have violated 1 1 CF.R. § 102.17(c).

20 One mdicationu^ contributions made co the OF A arid DN^

21 n̂BeM to nVff i« fantvi in the TVrlimrtiftn of ThfifriM Pehrill̂  Hiractnr nf a

22 council of me DNC, which is attached to the DNC/O VF response. See Declaration of

23 Thomas PetriUo, attached to the DNC/OVF Response at Exhibit 1,1 1. In Ms

22
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1 Declaration, Petrillo states that an invitati(m attached to his Declaration was the template

2 used for all OVF fundraisers. Seett atfl5-6. The secool page of the invitation states

3 theaUaarionfbmuUforcontrib^

4 e«ch contribution would be allocated to OFA and the next $28,500 would be allocated to

5 thcDNC. &*DNC/OVF Response at Exhibit 1, Exhibit A, second page. The invitation

6 also directs contributors to make contributions online at

7 KMr-J/Hmmt^^^ ft That web address currently

8 redhrcts visitors to the same onh^ donation page,

9 lrt^-/AHfrtB.hiTMlm^Tmnffl
10 webpageonmeOFAwebsite. Because official soh'citations direct contributors to make

11 online contributions to OVFthrougi the OFA website, h is possftle mat me Concert's

12 organizers were correct when they indicated that contributions made on the OFA website

13 would benefit OVF. ' In mat case, a joint fundraising notice would have been required.

14 SfellC.FJL§102.17(c).

23
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a preliminary jgrng U whether, in fart, them WM joint fimHraidng

2 activity that required joint fcndira

3 Ac OF A and DNC websites soUdted attributions to OVF. In order to assess whether

4 the Concert's organizers had mistakenly stated that contrib^

5 invited DNC/O Wand OF A to clarify their re^

6 on the DNC and OF A websites benefittedOVF. Neither the DNCYOVF nor OFA

7 responded to our invitations.

8 An investigation would be necessary to ascertain whether contributions solicited

9 on the Concert's web pages on the OFA and DNC websites were made to a joint

10 fimdnriang committee and, therefore, joint fimdrairing notices were required. However,

11 the available information indicates that the concert zaised only $1,780 through online

12 contributions using its webpa^

13 DNC PartyBuilder website, and that "most" of ̂ «>ntributions made in connection with

14 the Concert, totaling $13,500, were collected at the theater box office.12 See

15 Attachment 2 at 1. An investigation, therefore, would not be an efficient use of the

16 Commission's limited resources based upon the amount at issue in mis matter.

17 O*Wftq"fflltly, la^ l*lftmm"<l>M< •*••* ̂  rnmmiMinin <K«ntM Hh* all^itinn that tha

18 Democratic National Committee, the Obama Victory Fund, and Obama for America, and

19 their respective treasurers in their official cape t̂ies, violated 11 C.F.R. § 102.17(c)by

20 failmg to indude joint fondiaisin^

21 prosecutorial discretion. See Heckler v. Chaney, 470 U.S. 821, 831 (1985).

12 We hiv« no mfonntfjonn to what the Concert's or|mix^
DOBC OflBOC*

24
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MUR 6110 (Obama Victory Fund,« 4)
Fint General Counsel** Report

HI. V1DA FITNESS/BANG

land

Bug Salon is the trade name of Urban Salons, Inc. On September 19,2008, VIDA

Fitness and Bang Salon sent identical emails to 20,000 of meir "customers and friends"

that invited them to an official OVF fundraiser and soUd^ See

Complaint at 1; | The email list was one mat the two

businesses shared and the fundraiser was held on September 26,2008, in Washington,

D.C., at me site of a VIDA Fitness gym and a Bang Salon. See |

HDNC/OW Response at 1. OVF also sent 500 invitations to the event SwDNC/OVF

Response at 1-2.

I
I

fut •e, the complaint

alleges mat in view of OVF's status as a joint tundraising cc^nmittee, the email

solicitations filled to mdub^ jomtfondraismg notices as reo îired by 11 C.F.R.§

102.17(cX2Xi).

25
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1 In their responses,

2 |theDNC/OVF claim that von Ston* made the decision to send the

3 mvitrions/MlidlBtioiu

4 Petrilk) of the DNC's Finance Departinent, with whom te

5 the use of the VIDA gym for the OW fundraiser. Set |DNC/OVF Response at 2.

6 1

7 1

8

9

10

| OVF has disclosed this contribution.

i
i

11 1

12 1 HUK wbhina to RSVP were directed to a contribution nun on

13 nPA'« u^hrite htfo^fr^ftmfifci^ The

14 invitatign/solicitation gent by

15 an RSW or rnakmg a contribution. According to the VIDA/Bang Response, the second

16 page of ExmlAB to the Von Storch Declaration is a copy of me web pa^

17 h^ledatthetmeoftheVroA/Bangr^mdraiser. See VIDA Bang Response at 3 and

18 Exhibit B to the Von Starch Declaration (attached to me VE) A/Bang Response as

19 Exhibit 1). The contribution webpage includes the following disclaimer.

20 The first $2,300 of each contribution from an individual will be idlocated to
21 fttiatiM far Am*rirm mmA mil Im nmi«i^mH AjyjjpaiiaH far Hh* ^

22 The next $28,500 of each rontnbution nx>m an individiial will be allocated to the
23 Democratic National Committee. Any contributor may designate his or her
24 omtrilrationiarapBittaite (Participants are Obama for America and
25 theDNC). The aUocation formula aboircniay change if any contributor m
26 Cftntribntiffli t^t. ia|ftBii pHocatcd, would exceed the •mnmit thflt the contributor
27 may lawrMy give to either particq)ant

26
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1
2 See Exhibit B to die Von Stoich Declaration.
3
4 The DNC and OVF deny knowingly accepting a contribution as a resuh of von

5 Storch's use of the VIDA and Bang email list See DNC/OVF Response at 2. They note

6 that they did not request or receive the email Ust itself and von Storch, a volunteer

7 fundraiser, used the VID A/Bang email list without prior approval or authorization. Id

8 The DNC aiidOW further assert (hat they did art re^

9 that von Starch lacked the actual audiority, express or implied^ to solidtcontribixtions on

10 bdialf of the DNC or OVF, that he was not an agent of the DNC or OVF. Id

11 Consequently, they assert they should not be held liable for his actions, id.

12 B. Analysis
13
14 1. Vf f tfrlT VIDA/B»" F"1 -'

15 A corporation is prohibited from making a contribution in connection with a

16 federal election under the Act See 2 U.S.C. $ 441b(a); 1 1 C J.R. § 1 142(b). In

17 addition, neither a federal candidate nor a political committee may knowingly accept a

18 contribution from a corporation. See 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a); 1 1 C.F.R. § 1 14.2(d). The

19 flnrnmiMJMi'a wyilariftM farther pmviHe that * Mfporation may nrrf fip îlit̂ . t>if

20 making of a contribim* on by using its ccnporate resources to eî ^

21 activities for any federal election. See 1 1 C.F.R. § 1 14.2(3(1). The regulations provide

22 examples of conduct that constitute corporate facilitation, including the use of a corporate

23 customer list, to send invitations to individuals not within the restricted class to

24 fundraisers without advance payment See 11 CF.R. § 114.2(0(2).

25 Corporations such as VIDA Fitness and Bang Salon, which do not have separate

26 segregated finds, are permitted to solicit contributions to be sent directly to candidates,

27
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1 but those solidtiikHis are liimtedsol^^

2 ^rtffg1r;liftlHeHi MM! eareeutivB or aAnmfctrrtivfe pgrannnd, and their families. 2U.S.C.

3 § 441b(b)(2XA); 11 C.FJL §& 114.1Q) and 1 14.2(f). Moreover, corporate facilitation

4 may result if the coiponnion uses its list of ciistome^

5 class, to solkatcontrftwtions or distil

6 payinent for the feirmaAet value of 4e list See 11 C.FJL § 1142(fX2XiXQ.

7 1Tius,^ienVID A fitness and Bang Salon (through David von Storch, their

8 founder and CEO) emailed a list of 20,000 VID A Fitness and Bang Salon Guatomen and

9 friends to distribute the OWfimdiaisermvhationwimout ad vana payment

10 Fitness and Bang Salon soUdted outside thek restricted classes and fiwaUW

11 of contributions to OVF. White Mr. von Stoich reimbursed VID A after the complaint

12 was filed, such reimbunement may mitigate but not vitiate a violation. |

13 |

14 I

15

16 |

17 |

18 | |

19 |

20 |

21 |

22 In their Reqx>DM,tiieONC«i>d OVF Ingdyiehentetiie bets ndargmnentt

23 | The |DNC/OVFiaponiei«bo
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1 assert that neither tbe DNC nor OVF requested that von Storch use the VID A/Bang email

2 list and his we of the list was done without the prior knowledge, approval, or

3 authorization of the DNC or OVF. See |

4 DNC/OVF Response at 2-3. We have no information suggesting otherwise.

5 Consequent, we lecommend thrt

6 Obama Victory Fund and Andrew Tobias, in his official capacity as treasurer, violated

7 2 U.S.C.§441b(a) in connection with the VIDA Fitness/Bang Salon event.

8 2. -faint FifwUlirHTffltliK Ffyytioes

9 The invitations and solidtatiorase^ to the 20,000 en^

10 VIPA/Bang email list included solicitations for contributions to OW, a joint fimdniiriTig

11 committee. Solicitations for joint fundraising activity must mclude certam mfbfmalion

12 pursuant to 1 1 C.F.R. § 102.17(c), including the names of all committees participating in

13 the joint fundraismg activity, the aUocatioi formula to be used to distribute joint

14 faffdmififlg prn^^H«, • «trtem«it informing cMitrihufnrn that they may H^aignate

15 contributions for a particular participant in the joint fundraising activity notwithstanding

16 the allocation formula, and that the formiila may change to avdd the inakmg and receipt

17 of excessive contributions.

18 Although the email drafted by von Storch did not contam the required joint

19 rundraising notice, the only means of making the contribution sou'dtedm the email was

20 tousemeliiikuKludedmtheemail. See Exhibit A to Von Storch Declaration.

21 Accordmg to the VID A/Baiigresporise, the web linking

22 invhatioii/Mlicift^^

23 specifically for the fundraiser where they couMmiJg an onmie contribution u^

29
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1 ^required joint fimdraisiiig notice.13 VIDA/Bang Response at 2-3. We note that the

2 response of the DNC/OW also indudes a copy of the OWinvh^on/s^^

3 fundraiser which, unlike the VIDA/Bang email, includes a second page with a complete

4 joint fundnismg notice. See OVF/DNC Response at 2 and Exhibit A to Petrillo

5

6 Under the circumstances, including that David von Starch was an OVF

7 fundndsing volunteer who, according to | OVF, drafted an email soliciting

8 contributions without the knowledge or authorization of OVF, and that a joint fundndsing

9 notice was included in both the offidaJOWinvftation/soUdtatiOT and the joint OVF-

10 DNCwebpage to whicfc the VTOA/Bang iinauth^

11 we recommend that the Commission dismiss the allegation mat VIDA Fitness and Uiban

12 Salons, Inc., d/b/a Bang Salon Spa violated 11 C.FJt § 102.17(c) and find no reason to

13 believe that the Obama Victory Fund violated 11 C.FJl.§ 102.17(c)whh regard to the

14 cniailsoUch^onssembyVIDAFh^essandBangSalon. See Heckler v. Chaney, 470

15 U.S. 821,831 (1985).

16 IV. RECOMMENDATIONS

17 1. Dismiss the allegation that Square Root Sales violated 2 U.S.C. § 441b(a);
18
19 2. Dismiss the allegation that Senate Realty Corporation violated 2 U.S.C.
20 §441b(a), and send a cautionary letter,
21
22 3. Dismiss the allegation that M4b\ Development, LLC, violated 2 U.S.C.
23 §441b(a), and send a cautionary letter,
24
25 4. Disnn^ me allegimVm me Obama Victory Firnd and Andrew
26 otBcial capacity as treasurer, violated the Act based on the alleged receipt of

wcbiliB (BOW put of no DNC) and don not inchidB a Joint nndnyiinsj notice.
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contributions from Square Root Sales, Senate Realty Corporation and M&A
Development, LLC;

5. Dismiss the allegation that the DemooitfcNa^
Tobias, in his official capacity as treasurer, violated the Act based on the
alleged receipt of contributions from Square Root Sales, Senate Realty
Coiporation8ndM&ADevelopinent,LLC;

6. Dismiss roe allegation that Obama for America and Martin Nesbht, in his
official capacity as treasurer, violated the Act based on the alleged receipt of
contributions from Square Root Sates, Senate Realty Corporation and MftA
Development, LLC;

7. Dismiss the allegation that the Otama Victory Fund and Andrew Tobias, in
his official capacity as treasurer, violated 11 C.F.R. § 102.17(c) hi connection
with the Conceit KIT Change;

8. Dismiss the allegation that the I>mocratic National Committee and Andrew
Tobias, in his official capacity as treasurer, violated 11 C.F.R. § 102.17(c)in
connection with the Conceit for Change;

9. Dismiss the allegation that Obama for America and Martin Nesbitt, in his
official capacity as treasurer, violated 11 C.FJL § 102.17(c) in connection
with me Concert for Change;

13. Find no reason to believe that the Obama Victory Fund and Andrew Tobias, in
his official capacity as treasurer violated 2 U.S.C. § 441Xa)m connection
with the VIDA Fitness/Bang Salon event;

14. Dismiss the altegatu VTDA Fitness violated 11 CF.R. § 102.17(c);

15. Dismiss the allegation that Urban Salons, Inc., d/b/a B«"g Salon Spa violated
HCF.R.§102.17(c);

16. Find no reason to believe that OVF violated 11 CF.R. § 102.17(c) with
respect to the solicitations for the VIDA Fitoess/Bang Salon fimdrtiser,
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19. Close the file in MUR 61 10.

«W*A*7
14 Date // * BY:
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26

AtialvafMB*/uHUjrBca(

Thomasema P. Duncan
General Counsel

^^^£^&**~]̂ ?
^^^^fjl^^^J*^Ann Marie Terzaken * ^x

Associate General Counsel
IOT cniorcenieni

A* i fl /I a 1
mAMM U(jJL~

Mark Allen
Assistant General Counsel

-
£*L*/7 /7s S
^r*^r J^&r jfi

Michael A. Cohunbo
Attorney
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28 1. Concert for Change Sign
29
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31
32
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2. Concert for Change OFA Web Page
3. Enlarged Graphic from Concert for Q*«iflg OF A Web Page
4. Concert for Change DNC PartyBuilder Web Page

. COHUgJBU Vriiryiiv iimn ^VIIWVH MA WHBUM^BDNC Web Page A
6. OmcertfbrOiJmgeAdo^oBalDNCPartyBuiltoWebP^
7. OFA Online Contribution Webpage
8. DNC Online Contribution Webpage
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